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saying t ha t . when a per s o n k n ows even t ho ugh a ye ar i s
considered a short time that a year might be enough t i me .
You can argue about t hat . But to say you want to put into
the law a p r o pos i t i o n t h a t w i l l wi pe o u t t he r i g h t t o f i l e a
claim before you even k now yo u h av e i t , I t hink i s
unconscionable and it is wrong especially for the state to
d o i t . Bu t i f i t i s all right f o r the political
subdiv i s i o ns , l e t i t be t he same between you and me. Let it
be that way with doctors and the doctors had it that way for
a while until the Supreme Court s a i d , uh uh , you are not
going to take away this person's right to file a claim
b efore t h e y e ven k now t hey h a v e it. The act of malpractice
was placed and the statute of repose r a n ou t be f o r e the
person knew it. When they became aware of the damage that
h ad b ee n c a used b y t h e doctor's act of malpractice, the
lower court I think said, I am sorry, you were hurt, it is
the doctor' s negligence but you b r o u gh t t h e claim too late
even though you didn't find out about it.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Time is up.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: What they are trying to do with the city
is to perpetuate this injustxce and I t h i nk t he bi l l ou ght
to stay dead. And t his other one that they brought out
ought to die too.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Schmit, did you wish to speak again
o n th i s ' ?

SENATOR SCHMIT: Only briefly, Mr. Pr e s i d e n t . I wou l d l i ke
to say that I can...I have no problem with Senator Chambers'
e xplanation of why he o pposes the b ill. That i s a
legitimate reason to vote against the bill. What Senator
Hoagland has said is there is no r eason t o b r i ng t he b i l l t o
the floor because I have already piggybacked it onto another
bill. There are two totally s eparate i ss u e s h e r e . Sen a t o r
Chambers is opposed to the bill. He has sai d h e i s op p o sed
to the bill. He w ould fight the bill on the floor. He
probably opposed it in committee. That is his r igh t a n d
certainly his obligation given his feelings on the bill and
he will handle that well. But...and his decision as to how
he votes on this issue I am sure is totally separate from
t he i s s u e of why or whether the bill should come to the
floor or not. I suggest the bill should come to the floor
s o t h at Se n a t o r H annibal c a n p re s e n t the issue clearly,
succinctly, openly and above board so that Senator Chambers,
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